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Kindly direct any questions regarding this matter to
the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,
Wayne 'D.“Johnsen

WDJ/rr
cc: Amy Zoslov



—r

- e e - . .

——— we s ey m— e e

October §, 1993

(Froes the Denver-Reskiy Mountaia News,
Sept. 20, Lo0E)
CARLE BILL: STATIC AND SNOW

Suddenly the commodity precocupying the
U.8. Congress isn't wheat or sugar or tobacco
bt potatoss—the vartety that takes root on
den couchas. Hence, by & 200-128 vote, the
House Bas approved a messure that woald
cap Wae rates cable TV companies can charge
{oP basic service.

Uader tae House blll, baresncratic fingers
would te all over the fine-tuning Enobd. Con-
sress pot only would smpower the FPedoral
Cemmunicaticas Commiseind to set and eo-
force “falr” cable charges, Congress also
would specify how many phonoe lines sach
ceble compady must dedicate to customer
complaiats. It would require cable operators
to reflne technology within 10 years 50 that
subscrbers t0 Dasic 3ervice could enjoy one
vfree’’ promium channel (eo.g.. HBO). Good
grief. Coagress doesn's regulate the Pust Of-
fice this closely.

Most Congress membars clalin that
recegulating cadle, liberated from federal
control in 1984, would save ccansumer dollars.
But the FCC would set rate celliags only for
bedrock service——local commercial abd pud-
lic chanbels, plus one or two “‘saper sta-
uons.” Thess strictures would impel cable
companies to charge foss for sach of the 30 or
30 chapnels (ESPN, The Discovery Chansal,
otc.) that they now sell for one fat price.
Some targein. True, the feds could begia
capping rate for these '‘second-tier” chan-
oels, t00. But Washiagtom caunot foroe a
business to cperats as a Joss. Hold amto those
rabbit ears, friends.

moathly charges average 2 perveat lesn.

But one decent feature does not a whole
bill redesm. President Bush ahould veto this
cable reguistion measere, wbich i3 malnly
static and saow,

{From the Washington Post, Sept. 18, 1987)
UNCLE SAM I¥ CRARGE OF CABLE

The cable legislation approved by

House and now headed for a Senase yote calls

for the federal government Lo step ia and re-
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cable, now supplied mostly by mencpalies, 19
a utdlity as necessary as olectricity or tele-
phone service. In facs, cable s o
option tn what should Decoms o
petitive market. TRis particuler
give government a role tn cable that consum~
ers ,mu oot find 20 welcome over the long
baal. '

Porget the cadble Lndustry ads predieting
that passage of the bill weunld send
sverybody's cable rates through the celling.
Forget as wall the arguments of supporters—
lacluding over-the-alr brondoasters, who like
& provision that woald foroe cabie oparators
10 pegotiate with them before retransmit-
ting their signals—that the 0l
price cuts of up o0 % percent.
and we 2ote here that The Washingeon
Co. owns cable systams as weil as
television statiens-—heve
lobbying. 8o has the metion
ry, which oppoess
wood wouldn't get
that brosdcasters could seek
orators.

Usnder the measure, the
set “reasosable’’ rates for

floe as “basiy” mn-m.
for nstallation wquipmens,
clent customer servioe and foroe
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— SENATE
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The effort to costrol gougiag by cable op-
orators abould focus 08 lRcreasing COmPetl-
tion, 008 o Beavy receguiativa. CLill cone
petitors do materialise, soms determination
of & reasonadle rate of recurn (or certaln
hasic cable service is a leg*timate legisletive
pursait gexs year. This btll gnes overtrard.

{Prom tbe Baitimore Sua, Sept. 19, 1993)
DISTORING THB CAMLE TV BULL

The battie now reachiog o climax ia Con-
§Te88 over re-regulating the cable televisioa
industry is & classic ezample of & bill lo-
tonded to aid consumers that bas Alinuet
beed submerged by interest groups fighting
each other for comperisive advastages.

The bil} started as 4 onsumer protection
measure. Congress Lfted conirols ou ocable
TV operations In 19%. Charges prom
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programuming,

In & sanse, Dotk claims have sorme validity.
However, arguing abous who's right and
who's wrong la this contzoversy tsully d0es
00t gt tO (e hears of the Ziatler: what a0
uu'mnmwommmnu e fu-
ture?

The cable bll) spproved by o House-Senste
conferencs commitise was criginally de.
sigued as 8 pro-cossamer plece of leglalation
thas would bold down rates. Nowever, it has
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or rates.
Estimates by the Office of Madagsoaat
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multiohannel video programming dise
tributors on the other. Subsection
ABXi3) of section 1§ provides that in
sstiing it regulations the FOC adall

ARENDY

Mr, FORD. Mr.. President, I wouald
like to commend my ocolleague. the

moving csble legislation this year. !
am unaware of any legisiation that has



